HAMPDEN TOWN COUNCIL
HAMPDEN MUNICIPAL BUILDING
AGENDA

TUESDAY APRIL 19, 2016 7:00 P.M.

* 6:30 pm - Finance & Administration Committee Meeting

A PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
B. CONSENT AGENDA

1. SIGNATURES

2. SECRETARY'S REPORTS

a. April 4, 2016 Meeting Minutes

3. COMMUNICATIONS
Best Western - Fillibuster Lounge- Victualer's License Renewal
Hampden Children’s Day Bowl-a-Thon
MMA Loss control visit & analysis

Report from Drumlin Environmental re: Pine Tree Landfill
Findings and Order — Dangerous Building — Map 21 Lot 8

Pao o

4. REPORTS
a. Planning & Development Committee Minutes — March 16, 2016
b. Finance & Administration Minutes — April 4, 2016
c. Services Committee Minutes — March 14, 2016
C. PUBLIC COMMENTS
D.  POLICY AGENDA
1. NEWS, PRESENTATIONS & AWARDS
2. PUBLIC HEARINGS
a. MclLaughlin's at the Marina — Liquor license renewal

b. Sewer Ordinance Amendments

NOTE: The Council will take a 5-minute recess at 8:00 pm.
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¢. Fees Ordinance Amendments

d. Town Ways Ordinance Amendments

e. Proposed Street Opening/Utility Ordinance

3. NOMINATIONS — APPOINTMENTS —~ ELECTIONS

a. Joan Reilly — Planning Board appointment

4. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

a. Update on the RSU 22 Budget Process

5. NEW BUSINESS

a. Solarize Bangor Presentation — referral from Planning &
Development

b. Executive Session — attorney/client consultations-
Pursuant to 1 M.R.S.A. § 405 (6) (E)

COMMITTEE REPORTS
MANAGER'S REPORT
COUNCILORS' COMMENTS

I o mom

ADJOURNMENT
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Attending:
Mayor David Ryder Town Attorney Edmond Bearor
Councilor Greg Sirois Code Enforcement Officer Myles Block
Councilor lvan McPike Fire Inspector Jason Lundstrom
Councilor Stephen Wilde Building Official Jared LeBarnes
Councilor Dennis Marble James Butler
Councilor Mark Cormier Community Dev. Director Dean Bennett
Councilor Terry McAvoy Members & Supporters of the
Town Manager Angus Jennings Hampden Academy Unified Basketball team
Town Clerk Paula Scott Members of the Public

Mayor Ryder called the meeting fo order at 7:00 p.m.,
A. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE — Mayor Ryder led the Pledge of Allegiance

B. CONSENT AGENDA —~ Motion by Councilor Marble, seconded by Councilor McAvoy
to accept the Consent Agenda. Unanimous vote in favor.

1. SIGNATURES
2. SECRETARY’S REPORTS

a. March 21, 2016 Meeting Minutes
3. COMMUNICATIONS

a. JC's Variety-Victualer’s License Renewal

4. REPORTS

a. Planning & Development Committee Minutes — 3/2/2016
b. Services Committee Minutes- 2/8/2016
c. Infrastructure Committee Minutes-1/13/2016

C. PUBLIC COMMENTS - None
NOTE: The Council will take a 5-minute recess at 8:00 pm.
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D. POLICY AGENDA

1. NEWS, PRESENTATIONS & AWARDS — Mayor Ryder presented a proclamation
to the Hampden Academy Unified basketball team regarding their winning the 2016
State championship. Zach Ewing spoke on behalf of the team thanking everyone
for their support.

2. PUBLIC HEARINGS

a. Erickson’s Hardware — application for a new Victualer’s license-
Motion by Councilor Sirois, seconded by Councilor McAvoy to
approve the Victualer's license for Erickson’s Hardware. Unanimous
vote in favor.

b. Dangerous Building — James Butler — Map 21 Lot 8 - At 7:75,
Mayor Ryder began the public hearing on the dangerous building by
asking Code Enforcement Officer Myles Block to approach the
podium to present the case. Mr. Block passed out inspection reports
that show inspections that have taken place since the 3/21/16
hearing, per request of the Council. He was accompanied o the
podium by Fire Inspector Jason Lundstrom who addressed the
Council. He stated that it appears as though there has been some
work done, there has been debris cleaned up and some foundation
materials removed and it appears as though the house has been
jacked up and some blocking materials placed underneath it. He
stated that the problems that existed with this property are still there.
There is sagging in the roof, the front porch is sagging. What they
observed today was some type of orange 4’ fence around the north
side of the property. It didn't extend all the way around the property,
but it looks like it may at some point. Mr. Lundstrom pointed out that
even in spite of these changes, it still meets the dangerous building
statute. He stated that from their standpoint, there is not much more
they can add further; although there have been a few changes
made, the building is still as it is and they have no way to gauge how
much the work has improved the building. He then asked Council
members if they had any questions of them. At this time, Attorney
Bearor read the Dangerous Building statute (MRSA Title 17 § 2851)
for the benefit of all in attendance.
http.//leqgislature. maine.gov/leqis/statutes/17/title 17sec2851.htrni
At the conclusion of the reading, Attorney Bearor addressed CEQO
Block and Fire Inspector Lundstrom stating that the threshold
question is whether or not, based upon what they have seen and
evidence they have presented to the Council, if the building, Mr.
Butler’s property, is unstable, structurally unsafe, constitutes a fire
danger, is unsuitable for the use or occupancy for which it is put, or
is otherwise a hazard to health or safety. Inspector Lundstrom
answered for the Code Enforcement team by stating that it is their
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belief that the building meets every one of the criteria that was read.
He further stated that the code office has reached out to Mr. Butler
and informed him that cleaning up the debris and properly was fine,
but before jacking up a structurally unsound building, they need fo
have a building permit on file. With the permit comes construction
documents. The construction documents are documents from a
structural engineer that state what will be done to the building and
will be signed off by that engineer to ensure that the building will be
safe. Without those construction documents, there is absolutely no
way that the building is safe, and it does meet all of those points the
aftorney read. Councilor Marble asked Mr. Lundstrom if they can
comment on the relative safety of the building today as opposed o a
week ago. CEO Block answered by saying that he was looking at
comparative photos today and as a lay person it appears as though
more of the building is starting to collapse in the center. It looks like
the porch is sagging in more, but stated that the photos were not
totally at the same angle. Inspector Lundstrom added that since the
last hearing, there has been an effort in cleaning up the debris
around the property, the chimney has been removed, the top of
where the chimney had sat on the roof has been flashed so no water
will get in, but there is still structural instability. He reiterated that at
this point, there is no plan, no definitive way to say that this building
is safe and that is what we are here for. This concluded this portion
of testimony from CEQ Block and Fire Inspector Lundstrom. Mayor
Ryder now called Mr. Butler to the podium. Attorney Bearor stated
that Mr. Butler may pose questions of our Code Enforcement Officer
and Fire Inspector. Mayor Ryder asked Mr. Butler if he wanted to
address the Council or code enforcement to which he stated he
wanted to ask code enforcement a couple of questions. He said they
stated that it appears that he had jacked the building up and he
wanted to know what they were basing that on. The Fire Inspector
replied that it was from the photographs and the way the blocking
and cribbing was stacked under the building; that comparing it, they
felt that there was no way to have done that without jacking the
building. Mr. Butler asked if they remembered his conversation in
which he had told them that he was going to secure his building and
put cribbing under it. Mr. Butler said, (still addressing the code office
team) that they told him it was ok to do that but not to jack the
structure and if he did he needed a structural engineer to ok it. All
parties agreed to that conversation. Mr. Butler then stated that he did
not jack the building, but he did put cribbing underneath it. He turned
to the Council to update them and state that the Code Officer was
accurate in that he did take the chimney down. He also confirmed
putting up a 6’ fence completely around the property and clarified
that it is not a snow fence. He said it is an OSHA approved fence for
securing job sites that comes in 4’ widths and that he doubled it
because the Fire Inspector wanted a 6’ fence. He said he checked
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with Code Enforcement to find out if he needed a permit and was
told he did not for 6’ and under. He said that this fence is not just
around the house, it is around the whole property and all the debris.
He stated that he asked the Code Enforcement officer if he needed a
permit to clean up the debris and was told he didn’t need one for that
but he would need a permit if he was going to do any repairs to the
property. He told the Council that he was not doing repairs, he was
cleaning up and securing the property. He remarked that he was
kind of in an odd situation because he is being asked what he has
done to secure his property but he can’t do anything without a
permit. He then told the Council that what he has done so far is to
put up a 6’ fence that has posts every 7 or 8 feet, he has put up no
trespassing signs across the front, the chimney is down. He also
went in and took out all the debris and concrete from underneath the
foundation. He said the house is sitting on its foundation on two ends
and the walls in the back are on its original piers. Mr. Butler told the
Council that he had many pictures of the house, that it is straight, it is
square but that unfortunately for him, the property owner, the one
wall you can see driving by is that front wall. He stated that the porch
is tipping because it has its own foundation and piers out front. He
stated again how he is trying to secure his property but is limited
because he needs a permit first. He said he has gone in under the
building and removed the old concrete. He has dug down, hand dug,
and put 12" of crushed stone in and cribbed it up with 8 X 10
cribbing, and secured it. He said it was ‘ready to go”, that all he
needs is that permit and that if he had it, he could have it jacked up
in an hour. He said it is definitely secure. He then stated that he
would have a permit tomorrow; that applying for a permit and
spending the money on a permit is not the problem, the problem is
that the Fire Inspector wants him to spend the money on a structural
engineer to jack up that wall. He then said if that's what has to be
done, he is not opposed to it. He said it is a perfectly good house,
that unfortunately Mother Nature affected it. He said there is no rebar
in the foundation, it is a hand poured foundation from back in the
20’'s, maybe 30's. He said he does intend to go forward with a permit
and passed out pictures for the Council to look at. Manager Jennings
asked Councilor McAvoy to retain them afterwards so that the Town
will be able to get a copy of them as a part of the official record. Mr.
Butler stated he also had digital pictures he could send and that he
did not have a color printer. Mayor Ryder asked if there were any
other questions. Councilor Sirois asked Mr. Butler when it was first
communicated to him that he needed a structural engineer. Mr.
Butler stated that “he” (nodding his head toward the Code
Enforcement team) communicated that to him, in early October. He
said he was approached by the Code officer who asked him what he
was going to do with the building. Butler stated that he told him he
was not going to do anything because winter was coming on. Mr.
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Butler then said he was told that he had to put up a fence and take
care of the chimney. Mr. Butler said he assumed that a fence was
going to be fairly expensive and he told the CEQ he would rather put
the money toward jacking up the building. Mr. Butler stated that at
that time he was told that was fine, that he would need to come in
and get a permit but that he would also need a structural engineer on
jacking up the building. Mr. Butler then told the Council that he has
spoken to two people that jack up buildings and was told that this is
a new thing and they had never heard of needing a structural
engineer to jack up a house. Mr. Butler said again that it was really
only that one front wall that is the key. He said as soon as he is
issued a permit it will be jacked up, that the building is stable, it has
cribbing under all the beams, it is inside the right amount so that a
french can be dug and a footer put in, and whatever the code is,
whether a 10" wall with rebar, he would do it. Mayor Ryder posed a
question to either CEO Block or Inspector Lundstrom, asking if he
was correct in believing that the reason for the structural engineer
was not for the jacking of the building but more for the support that is
to go under it to hold the building. Inspector Lundstrom answered by
saying that the code that the Town of Hampden is under follows
Empirical Construction which starts with the foundation and works its
way up fo the roof. He stated that whether the front wall is there or
not, and we could all agree to disagree, that the foundation is
dilapidated and it has effected the entire structure. This means that it
is not just the foundation, but as can be seen in the pictures, the
window sashes are skewed, the roofline is sagging. Mr. Lundstrom
further clarified that the structural engineer was not going to advise
how to jack up the house, but how to stabilize the structure.
Councilor Marble posed a question by paraphrasing the steps
involved to make sure his understanding was clear. He asked if the
first step was in obtaining a permit, and then getting the opinion of a
structural engineer. This was confirmed by the Code Enforcement
team. Councilor Marble then asked if the Town would sign off on a
permit without this engineer's report. Inspector Lundstrom explained
that the requirement for the engineer is a protection for the Town
because the permit would say what Mr. Butler wants to do, the
construction documents and the report of the engineer would say
how it could be done. He stated that this building is a two family
house and that there could be the potential for two families in there.
A structural engineer is going to evaluate that. Councilor Marble then
asked Attorney Bearor if Mr. Butler were to jack the building and do
further work there and someone got hurt, would the town be liable.
Mr. Bearor said no, that the Town has made it clear to Mr. Butler that
he needs these permits and engineer. Mr. Bearor said what the
Town hasn't done yet is to issue a stop work order which could
plainly be done. He said that in candid conversations last week, we
did not want to preclude Mr. Butler the opportunily to fix a problem
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before he came back to the Council as we had previously agreed he
would for April 40, but he would strongly suggest that we would in
fact issue a stop work order until a permit has been issued for this
project. Mr. Bearor further stated that even if we did not issue the
order, it would not rise to the level of negligence but stated that at
this point we would be duty bound to issue the stop work order.
Mayor Ryder recognized Councilor McAvoy who asked of the Code
Enforcement officer if the permit that is required now differed from
one that would bring it up to code. CEQ Block answered by saying
that the code this falls under is the International Residential Code
that states that any owner or authorized person that attempts fo
enlarge, construct, alter or repair, move, demnolish or change the
occupancy shall get a permit from the building official. This code
further states that when special conditions exist, the building official
can require additional construction documents by licensed
professionals. CEO Block stated that this situation is at that level to
require the construction documents and to rely upon the expertise of
an engineer. Mayor Ryder recognized Councilor McPike who began
by telling Mr. Butler he appreciated the effort he has put in on this,
but stated his concern is the time frame. This process was started in
the fall and now it is April and since the requirement for a structural
engineer is a part of it, what does he see for a time period in getting
this accomplished. Mr. Butler stated it would be within the next 30
days indicating that the Code Enforcement Officer told him that upon
receipt of an application he can take up to 30 days fo issue a permit.
Mr. Butler stated that he can do the permit quickly, but because he
has to get a structural engineer to jack up the building, now he is
waiting on someone else. Councilor McPike asked if he had spoken
to a structural engineer to which Mr. Butler replied that he had. He
further stated that this process is not standard stuff. Fire Inspector
Lundstrom was recognized and clarified to the Council that although
Mr. Butler stated he could have the building jacked up without an
engineer, the State of Maine requires no kind of license for building
contractors. The code allows for the requirement for someone with a
professional background to sign off on this to ensure that the building
is safe and that is what the code office is looking for. Councilor
McPike then stated that he would like a little more definitive time
frame and asked Mr. Butler if, since he has spoken to a structural
engineer, he knew when he would be receiving the plans. Councilor
McPike stated that this whole thing has been dragged out for a while
and would like to know how soon he would have something concrete
that would allow him to then apply for a permit. Mr. Butler replied that
actually this was the first time he had been involved in a meeting
about the building except for the last one when he asked for the
extension. He stated that in the fall CEQ Block had told him he would
no longer be hearing from him because it was out of his hands. He
said that then the winter months came and there had been meetings
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with the Council and committees that he was not a part of up until
last meeting. He said there had not been any side stepping on his
part. He then told the Council that he could do this within 30 days,
and that if he didn’t have to meet the level of expectation that is
being imposed on him, he could have the permit tomorrow. Fire
Inspector Lundstrom clarified to the Council that upon receipt of the
application, as long as all the information is there, the permit could
be issued within 14 days. Mr. Butler wanted to make sure that the 14
days from the code office was not a part of his 30 days. Mayor Ryder
restated for all present that Mr. Butler was saying he could have
everything he needed from the engineer and for the permit in 30
days. If it takes code enforcement another 14 days then so be it.
Manager Jennings stated that this would also not take into account
the time it would take to actually complete the work once the permit
is issued. He then posed a clarification question to determine if the
end result of the permit is to get the building to where it is structurally
safe, or if it is to get the building to where an occupancy permit can
be issued. CEQ Block stated that either a certificate of compliance or
a certificate of occupancy could be issued depending on the work
done. Mayor Ryder recognized Councilor Wilde who asked if there
was any reason to expect that the permit would take 14 days to
issue if Mr. Butler had the whole package together. CEQ Block
replied that it would depend upon the volume of permit requests
coming in at that time. Inspector Lundstrom also stated that as long
as the application was complete when it came in, there is no reason
to think that is could not be issued sconer. Councilor Wilde asked
Mr. Butler if he had everything he needed, a checklist from the code
office to make sure that he met the requirements. Mr. Butler replied
that he did, that he was given a packet of information from CEO
Block and also stated that CEQ Block has been very helpful and
always returns his calls when he has questions. Councilor Wilde
stated that although some contractors may think that this is a lot to
require, it is the fact that the foundation was already gone that we
need to assure the proper steps.The structural engineer will make
sure that the building doesn't come down on anyone when the work
is started. Councilor Sirois was recognized who summarized that
there are two things that need to be done. The first is that the permit
has to be acquired with the engineer’s recommendation to firm it up.
The second thing is to firm up the building. He then asked if the 30
days was to simply obtain the permit, or if it was to do what the
engineer recommends. Mr. Butler interjected and said that he is
asking for 30 days to get the permit and obtain the report from the
engineer, and then it would be up to 14 days before the permit is
issued, and then he would be able to begin the work on the building.
He said he would just need to know how long the permit was good
for, if it was issued for 6 months or a year. CEO Block informed the
Council that a typical permit is good for 6 months but that in a
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consent agreement such as this, they could set their own timeline for
completion. Councilor Sirois stated that he would like to see the
Council establish a specific time line so that this situation is not still
being discussed this fall as the past track record has demonstrated.
Councilor Marble asked Mr. Butler what he would do if the permitting
process and engineer’s report indicated more work than he was
anticipating. Mr. Butler acknowledged that he feels that some of what
the engineer may require is an unknown. Councilor Marble stated
that the Council will have to build in some steps and requisites for
completion along the time line. He also stated that the stop work
order needs to be issued in the interim. Councilor McPike stated that
it would also be a protection for Mr. Butler in that he would not want
to see Mr. Butler spending time and money on work that may need
to be redone after the engineer does the report. Mayor Ryder
recognized Councilor Cormier who stated that the agenda indicated
that the decision to be made tonight is whether the building is
deemed or is not deemed a dangerous building. He further stated
that he would like to understand what deeming it a dangerous
building would force the town to do. Attorney Bearor addressed the
Council and informed them that they were proceeding under the
Dangerous Building statute, if based upon the evidence in front of
them, and the testimony they have heard from the three witnesses if
the structure of the building owned by Mr. Butler at 758 Main Rd.
North is unsafe, or unstable, or is a danger to public health and
safety, then they would find that it is and their decision would be
backed up with the reason for the decision. The Town might say it is
because of a lack of a proper foundation, or because of the condition
of the front wall, or the sagging of the roof; anything that would
suggest that it is an unsafe building. Mr. Bearor said that the Council
would have options at that point, such as making necessary all of
what has been discussed tonight and requirements for Mr. Butler to
obtain the necessary permits within a certain period of time. The time
period is very important because the statute that this falls under says
when that time passes, whatever that time is, that if the owner does
not bring the building into compliance the Council has the authority
to declare it a nuisance and to abate it, at the town's expense. A lien
could then be placed against the property so that the town could
recover its expenses. This means that the end game is that either
Mr. Butler will need to bring the building into compliance or the town
will have to take action. Councilor Cormier clarified that the first step
would be to deem it a dangerous building, and then talk about what
has been talked about all night. Attorney Bearor stated that his
understanding is that evidence and testimony was to be presented in
front of the Council and the Council was to make the determination
that it either is or is not a dangerous building. If it is a dangerous
building, it would be incumbent upon the Council to either order it to
be fixed, or not. Mayor Ryder asked if there were any other
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questions or comments and Mr. Butler stated that he wanted to say
that he secured his building and it was not a dangerous building.
After asking if there was any public comment, Mayor Ryder asked
what the pleasure of the Council was. Councilor McAvoy made a
motion that the Town Council deem the building at 758 Main Rd
North a dangerous building pursuant to 17 M.R.S.A. §2851 and
to allow Mr. Butler 30 days to apply for the appropriate permit
related to stabilizing the building such that it is no longer a
dangerous building within 60 days of issuance of the permit.
Motion was seconded by Councilor Marble. Mayor Ryder called
for discussion after the motion. Councilor Sirois asked for
clarification on the intent of the motion to which Councilor McAvoy
stated that the 60 days would be to get it to where it was no longer a
dangerous building. He said the rest would be for code enforcement
to work out with Mr. Butler on getting it habitable. Mr. Butler objected
to this stating that it might be a problem if the engineer comes back
with something that could not be completed in 60 days. Councilor
McPike stated he agreed with the motion but is concerned that the
60 day time frame may not give enough time to make the building
stable. Inspector Lundstrom stated that the engineer may want to do
his own inspections on the progress if he is stamping the
recommendation. Mayor Ryder stated that he also agreed with the
motion but not the 60 day time frame, stating this is the conslruction
season and if this building has to have a new foundation under it,
those coniraclors are booked solid. Mayor Ryder doesn’t want to
hold Mr. Butler responsible for not being able to get a contractor
there within the 60 day time frame. Councilor McAvoy said his intent
was rnaking a time line and wasn't tied just to the 60 days, it could
be 90 or 120 or whatever the Council decided. Mr. Butler asked to
speak, and implied that it was the location of the house, being close
to the road that is at issue and if it was on a back road it would be
different. He stated that he is sure this is not the only house in
Hampden with a sagging roof. He recapped one more time that he
had secured the property by putting up the fence, removing the
chimney and cribbing under the house. He stated he was following
what the code office indicated he needed to do to secure the
property for the safety of the public, both in trying to keep people out
and also in the house itself so it wouldn't fall in. Mr. Butler stated that
he was not looking to have the town deem his property unsafe.
Councilor Marble stated that he would like to offer an amendment
that would support the original motion in finding the building
dangerous and would require the 60 day permit period or if
necessary because of construction, a period for completion mutually
agreed upon between the Council and Mr. Butler. Councilor McAvoy
the presenter of the original motion and Councilor Marble who
seconded the original motion both indicated they would agree to
amend the motion, however, Council McAvoy stated that he felt the
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mutually agreed upon time frame should be between the property
owner and the code office. Attorney Bearor clarified that sentiment.
Councilor McPike stated that he felt as though the original 30 days to
apply for a permit and then up to 14 days lo issue the permit should
stand, but is afraid that once things get going, there may be
structural issues that may put Mr. Butler in a bind with a 60 day time
frame. Councilor Marble stated that his intent on asking for an
amendment to the original motion was to be sensitive to that very
issue. Mr. Butler objected to the finding of the building as a danger
and requested being able to have a structural engineer look at the
building first to determine its safety before they deem it dangerous.
He stated that he didn't want to have to rely solely on the
observation of the Code Enforcement officer when an engineer
would probably support his side of it. Attorney Bearor interjected at
this point and addressed Mr. Butler, reminding him that the
proceeding was a hearing. He reminded him that he could have
brought a structural engineer to tell the Council what he wants them
to believe. He further stated that the word “secure” or “securing the
property” do not appear anywhere in the dangerous building statute,
that it was actually a pretty straight forward statute. He said we are
talking about the structure itself, whether or not it is unsafe or
unstable and not whether or not kids could crawl! in to the property.
He informed Mr. Butler that it is what the Council thinks that matters,
not what he thinks or what code enforcement thinks. It is what the
Council decides after hearing all of the evidence. He slated that it
was very generous of the Council to continue to accept comments
from both Mr. Butler and Town staff when they are deliberating. He
informed Mr. Butler that the Council was going to make a decision,
and if he didn't like that decision, he could appeal it to the court.
Mayor Ryder called for action on the motion and asked that the
amended motion be explained for clarity.
Councilor McAvoy made an amended motion that the Town
Council deem the building at 758 Main Rd North a dangerous
building pursuant to 17 M.R.S.A. §2851 and to allow Mr. Butler 30
days to apply for the appropriate permit related to stabilizing the
building such that it is no longer a dangerous building within 60
days of issuance of the permit or for a period of time longer than
60 days if it is mutually agreeable between Mr. Butler, the
structural engineer and the code office. Councilor Marble
seconded the amended motion. Councilors McAvoy, Cormier,
Marble, Wilde, McPike and Ryder voted in favor of the motion.
Councilor Sirois voted in opposition. Motion carries. Aftorney
Bearor advised Mr. Butler that the Council decision has been
announced and that the 30 day period begins now. He also informed
the Council that he would work with the Clerk and Manager in the
wording of the Findings of Fact and Stop Work Order which will be
issued on April 5th. Attorney Bearor also noted that the 30 day appeal
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period will coincide with the permit period. Councilor Sirois also
requested updates every 30 days. Manager Jennings stated that he
would like to discuss with Attorney Bearor as to whether or not if this
has to come back to Council because of non-completion in the time
line or a hypothetical situation like that, if it would require a new notice
and posting. Attorney Bearor stated that it did not require further
action of that nature just to inform the Council. This concluded the
dangerous building public hearing at 8:10 p.m. and Mayor Ryder
announced a 5 minute break.

. Zoning Ordinance Amendments- Article 4.6 ~referral from

Planning Board — Mayor Ryder asked Community Development
Director Dean Bennetlt to come to the podium to explain the
recommendations. Mr. Bennett gave the background of the
requirement in the Subdivision Ordinance that required set aside land
for open space and recreation. Results of this created portions of land
in town that could not be used, such as wet lands. Discussions began
in 2014 to scale this back to include a provision to exempt minor
subdivisions. In the beginning of 2016, there was an effort to repeal
Section 540 of the Subdivision Ordinance, next on the agenda, but
included in that repeal is the paragraph 4.6 in the Zoning Ordinance
that deals with cluster housing. Mr. Bennett further clarified that this
would repeal the mandatory requirement for open space. Councilor
McPike made a motion to repeal Article 4.6 of the Zoning Ordinance,
and to also repeal the correct Sections 540 — 545 of the Subdivision
Ordinance. Seconded by Councilor McAvoy. Unanimous vote in
favor.

. Subdivision Amendments — Sections 540-554- referral from

Planning Board - This agenda item was voted in a block with item
D.2.a, Zoning Ordinance Amendments. Unanimous vote in favor.

3. NOMINATIONS — APPOINTMENTS - ELECTIONS

a. Appointment of Election Clerks — Pursuant to 21-A, §503(2)

In reading the list of Election clerks up for appointment, Mayor Ryder
corrected the district for Lisa Carter as district 4 not district 5.
Councilor Wilde made a motion to appoint, with the correction, the list
of election clerks. Seconded by Terry McAvoy. Unanimous vote in
favor.

4. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

a. Sewer Ordinance Amendment — refer to Public Hearing
b. Fees Ordinance Amendment — refer to Public Hearing
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C.

Town Ways Ordinance Amendment - refer to Public Hearing
Councilor Wilde made a motion to send all items to public hearing.
Councilor McAvoy asked for clarification on the need for a formal
vote. The Town clerk stated that meeting protocol dictates that any
Councilor can introduce an item for public hearing without the need
for a formal vote. Councilor Wilde restated his motion and thus
made a referral to public hearing for all above ordinance
amendments with no objection.

5. NEW BUSINESS

Council Action on Alewife Fishing Rights — Councilor McPike
made a motion for the Town of Hampden to retain fishing rights,
seconded by Councilor Marble. Unanimous vote in favor.

Orient Avenue Apartments Snow Plowing and Storage
Easement — Councilor Marble made a motion to accept the Orient
Avenue Apartments Snow Plowing and Storage Easement,
seconded by Councilor Wilde. Unanimous vole in favor.

Proposed Street Opening/Utility Ordinance — refer to Public
Hearing — Councilor Sirois made the referral to public hearing with
no objection.

Penobscot Temperature Controls, Inc. — referral from Finance &
Administration Committee — Councilor Sirois made a motion to
pay Penobscot Temperature Controls, Inc. for work performed on
the boiler in the amount of $2,317.27 out of the municipal building
reserve account, seconded by Councilor Wilde. Unanimous vote in
favor.

Culvert Policy — Referral from Infrastructure Committee —
Councilor Marble made a motion to accept the Culver Policy as
written, seconded by Councilor Wilde. Unanimous vote in favor.
Request authorization to transfer funds from the Personnel
Reserve Account to reimburse personnel line items
(Administration, Public Works) for FY16 retirement pay-outs —
Councilor Sirois made a motion to authorize the transfer of funds
from the Personnel Reserve Account o reimburse personnel line
items in Administration and Public Works for retirement pay outs,
seconded by Councilor Wilde. Unanimous vote in favor.

Proposed 2016-2017 RSU #22 District Budget — Manager
Jennings made the Council aware that the Budget Committee of
RSU 22 held an initial hearing on March 29" which was continued
until April 14th. Material presented in the packet will be discussed. If
there is no public attendance, the RSU may close budget talks so it
is imperative for all members of the public to attend. Councilor
Marble requested clarification of the ruling on a quorum of
Councilors in attendance at the same time and whether or not it
constitutes a meeting. Attorney Bearor stated that if 3 or more are in
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aftendance at the same place and not discussing town business, it is
not considered a meeting. If 3 or more are in attendance at the

same place discussing town business, it is considered a meeting
and notice would be required. Town clerk confirmed the method of
notification would need to remain consistent with the normal notice
process.

E. COMMITTEE REPORTS
Services Committee — Councilor McAvoy stated that there was nothing to report. The
next Services Committee meeting is scheduled for April 11t
Infrastructure Committee — Councilor Marble reported that at the last meeting
discussions involved the monitoring of the landfill and the forthcoming environmental
report, the meeting with Casella at the landfill site and the presentation by Karen
Marysdaughter on the Solarize Bangor Initiative which has potential for savings for
Hampden residents. The committee agreed to support this initiative and place
information on the town’s website. To be discussed further at the next Planning &
Development meeting. The next Infrastructure Committee meeting is scheduled for
April 25,
Planning & Development Committee — Councilor McPike reported that this
committee has not met since the last Council meeting but the next one is Wednesday
the 13" at 6:00.
Finance & Administration — Councilor Sirois reported that two of the four items
discussed in committee were discussed tonight at Council, the transfer of funds from
the personnel reserve account as well as the payment to Penobscot Temperature
Controls. Other discussions involved the evaluation of the Town Manager as well as
the reorganization of the Planning Department.

F. MANAGER'S REPORT — Manager Jennings reported that budget preparation for
FY17 has begun. He has sent budget sheets to all department heads with a due date
back to him of Thursday. He is also in beginning preparation for the spring Hampden
Highlights newsletter in which budget workshops will be announced.

G. COUNCILORS’ COMMENTS
Councilor Sirois — no comment
Councilor McPike —no comment
Councilor Wilde — no comment
Councilor Marble — Echoed Councilor Cormier’'s comment from last meeting that the
public should avail themselves to these public meetings and absolutely should attend
the budget meetings for the RSU
Councilor Cormier — no comment
Councilor McAvoy — no comment. Inquired of the Manager as to whether budget
hearings would be in committee or at Council level. Manager Jennings stated that the
hearings would be at the Council, but that does not preclude some discussion to be
held within appropriate committee. Councilor McAvoy then reminded the public to shop
local and buy American.
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Mayor Ryder — Closing comments are that he wanted to touch on the 6 month
evaluation of Manager Jennings. Councilors are very pleased with his work, he has
been doing an excellent job and is looking out for the best interests of the Town and
we are lucky to have him.

H. ADJOURNMENT - At 8:45 p.m., Councilor Cormier made a motion to adjourn,
seconded by Councilor Sirois. Unanimous vote in favor.

Respectfully Submitted,

Al A ettt

Paula A. Scott
Town Clerk
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Town of Hampden
106 Western Avenue
Hampden, Maine 04444

Phone: (207) 862-3034
Fax: (207) 862-5067
email: info@hampdenmaine.gov

April 6, 2016

Best Western
Fillibuster Lounge
Attn: Lee Ann Haws
155 Littlefield Ave.
Hampden, Me. 04444

Dear Lee Ann:

Your application for renewal of your Victualer's License has been approved.
Accordingly, | am enclosing the license, which under Section 5.A of the Town of
Hampden Victualers Ordinance, must be displayed in a place within the establishment
where it can be readily viewed by any member of the public.

Please call if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Pty 2 st

Paula A. Scott. CCM

Town
VICTUALER'’S LICENSE CERTIFICATE
Enclo
No. 16-10 MUNICIPALITY OF HAMPDEN, MAINE

|| To all whom these presents may concem: Date: __ April 6 , 2016

KNOW YE, that Best Western )

doing business as __Fillibuster Lounge has
| been duly licensed as a Victualer at 155 Littlefield Ave in the

Municipaiity of Hampden by said Municipality until March 31 , 2017, and
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HAMPDEN CHILDREN'S DAY

BOWL-A-THON
Saturday, May 14, 2016

Family Fun Bowling Center
15 Hildreth St., Bangor

Please join community members and area businesses in supporting the
37th annual Hampden Children’s Day at this year's Bowl-A-Thon. Regist-
ration is at 11:30, and games begin at 12:00 noon with 3 games per team.

Play for donations with a minimum of $25.00 in pledges, per player, or $100.00 per team.
ANY amount will be greatly appreciated!! Prizes will be given to the highest fund raiser! See
the attached pledge sheet.

*** AWARDS *** PRIZES *** LOTS OF FUN!! ***

TEAM NAME OR ORGANIZATION:
TEAM CAPTAIN: PHONE:
MAILING ADDRESS:

E-MAIL ADDRESS: 4 Players per team.

Could you bowl a later set if we have more teams than available lanes? Yes No__

REGISTER YOUR TEAM OR DONATE TODAY!! Registration Deadline: May 1st

Hampden Children's Day
P. O. Box 322 Make Checks Payable to:
Hampden, Maine 04444 Hampden Children’s Day

For More information Call: Kurt Mathies @ 991-3214
Friend us on Facebook! www.facebook.com/HampdenChildrensDayMaine

THIS YEARS CHILDREN'S DAY WILL BE HELD ON SATURDAY, AUGUST 20, 2016



Hampden Children’s Day Bowl-A-Thon Pledge Sheet

PDBH

hildren’ q ay

12:00 noon Saturday, May 14, 2016 Family Fun Bowling Center, 15 Hildreth Street, Bangor

TEAM NAME:

BOWLER NAME:

NAME

ADDRESS

PHONE AMOUNT
PLEDGED

AMOUNT
COLLECTED

Thank You!!

TOTAL COLLECTED S

Registration will begin at 11:30. Please make as many copies as needed.

The Hampden Children’s Day celebration will be held on Saturday, August 20, 2016



MAINE MUNICIPAL ASSOCIATION
Risk Management Services Telephone No.
60 Community Drive (207) 626-5583
PO Box 9109 (800) 590-5583 Maine Only
Augusta, Maine 04332-9109 Fax (207) 628-0513
April 1, 2016
Town of Bampg
Mr. Angus Jennings, Town Manager RECEIVEI;) -

Town of Hampden
106 Western Ave. APR 05 2015
Hampden, Maine 04444-1428

Office of the

To
RE: Loss Control Visit, 02/29/16 W2 Manager

Dear Mr. Jennings:

Thank you for inviting me to meet with you and your department leadership on Monday,
February 29.

During our meeting I provided everyone with a four year loss analysis and an
explanation of the town’s experience modifier and the types of incidents — employee
injuries, property damage, and claims involving the general public, where injuries are
being reported, which departments are reporting claims and the cost of those claims to

the town’s budget. | also provided an explanation as to the significance of the town's
experience modifier, which is a 0.68 for 2016.

| provided each attendee with a copy of the compliance directives from the Maine
Bureau of Labor for each municipal department, including the Town Office, Library,
EMS, Fire Department, Public Works, Transfer Station, Recreation, and Law
Enforcement. In addition, | provided information on employee training and the
frequency of that training based on the written safety policies of the various
departments. Finally | provided information on the MMA Safety Enhancement Grant,
the Scholarship Grant, and the online training available from MMA / FirstNet Learning.

The loss analysis was put together with information from the MMA claims system. The
analysis showed the town averages just under eight workers compensation claims per
year. Those claims incurred $21,841 for the analysis period or $4,368 annually. FYi
claims make up 50% of reported claims, 11% of the claims are lost time and the
remaining 39% are medical only claims. Frequency of claims went from a low of six in
2015 from a high of 16 in 2013. Severity went from a low of $0 in 2016, year-to-date
from a high of $13,463 in 2013. The town's experience mod is currently at its low of
0.68 for 2016 from the high of 1.16 in 2013. This information is not intended to point an
accusatory finger at any one person or department, but rather to give information to

your leadership group that will help them to identify where losses are occurring and the
effect of those losses on the Town of Hampden.



The majority of the 21 reported P&C claims incurred $54,714 from motor vehicle related
claims including backing and collisions and law enforcement.

| will contact you in April to schedule my next visit to the Town of Hampden in May.
During that visit, | would like to collect current property information on the Lura Hoit

Memorial Pool and the other Recreation Department building located at 146 Western
Avenue.

] am always available to you as a safety resource for other issues, training or
assessments, If you have any questions, contact me by e-mail at thomas@memun.org
or by telephone toll free at 1-800-590-5583, extension 2243, or direct dial at 624-0143.

Sincerely,
= //%
Robert M. Thomas

Sr. Loss Control Consuitant
Enclosure: Loss Analysis



“Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

|12 2013 [ 2014 2015 2016 YTD | Totals _
Department | - I
Administration 0 1|0 1 0| 2
Cemetery Operation 0 1 0 0 0 | 1
Eire_. I s e 2 8 1 1 1 0 | 12
Law Enforcement 2 Lo | 4 0 0 7
Parks & Rec | 2 2 |l 2 0 [ P
Public Warks 1 3 2 3 0 9
Transfer Station | 0 o o 1 0 1
Total Claims == 16 ) 6 0 38
Tofal Cost $673.00| $13,463.00) $2,515.00 $5.190.00: $0.00) $21,841.00
__ Type of Claim i |
' T
FY1 5 8 3 2 0 19
Lost Time 0 3 1 0 0 4
Medical Only 2 4 5 4 0 15
Eitperience Mod 2012 2013 2014 2015 2018
1.03 1.16 1.02 0.87 0.68

Town of Hampden



Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

2012 | 2013 [ 2014 | 2015 | 2016 YID | Totals
Department ' {
Ii -
Administration 0 1 | 0o 1 0 2
Total Cost B $0.00  $0.00] $0.00 53,333.00; $0.00/ $3,333.00
" Type of Claim
FYI o | 1 0 0 0o | 1
Medical Only 0 0 ' 0 1 0 1
Nature of Claim S
2013 i i
Insect Bite |
2015 ' I, . |
Motor Vehicle Accident

Admin



Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 YTD | Totals
Department
Cemetery Operation H 1 0 0 1
Total Cost $0.00| $1,485.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00| $1,485.00
Type of Claim
Medical Only 0 1 0 0 1
Nature of Claim
2013
Pinch Point

Cemetery




Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

2012 2013 2014 2015 | 2016 YTD Totals
Department
Fire 2 8 1 1 0 12
Total Cost $349.00| $2,804.00 $181.00] $957.00 $0.00 $4,291.00
Type of Claim

FYI 1 5 0 0 0 6

Lost Time 0 2 0 0 0 2
Medical Only 1 1 1 1 0 4

Nature of Claim

2012

Slip, Trip or Fall on Ice

Burn - Arm

2013

Slip, Trip or Fall

Patient Care

Debris in Eyes

Patient Care

Pinch Point

Pinch Point

Body Mechanics

Debris in Eyes

2014

Lifting

2015

Lifting

Fire Department




Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 YTD Totals
Department
Law Enforcement 2 1 4 0 0 7
Total Cost $0.00| $7,523.00 $822.00 $0.00 $0.00| $8,345.00
Type of Claim
FY! 2 0 3 0 0 5
Lost Time 0 1 o 0 [ 1
Medical Only o 0 1 0 4] 1
Nature of Claim

2012
Contact With Suspect
Contact With Suspect

2013
Contact With Suspect

2014

Dog Bite

Slip, Trip or Fall on Ice

Laceration

Slip, Trip or Fall on Ice

|.aw Enforcement




Town of Ham

2012 2013

den Workers Compensation Claims

2014

2015

2016 YTD

_Totals

Department

Parks & Recreation

2 2

2

Total Cost

$324.00 $0.00

$764.00

$0.00

$0.00

$1,088.00

Type of Claim

FYI.

Lost Time

Medical Only

o
(=] 0=} ]

OEO o

Q|lo|c

Nature of Claim

2012

Strain - Back

Strain - Neck

2013

Slip, Trip or Fall
Struck By Dropped Object

=

2014

Pinch Point

Bod'f' Mechanics

Parks & Rec




Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims

2012

2013

2014

2015

2016 YTD

Totals

Department

Public Works

3

2

3

9

Total Cost

$0.00

$1,651.00

§748.00

$499.00

$0.00

$2,898.00

Type of Claim

FYl

a—h

Medical Only

Nature of Claim

2012

Slip, Trip or Fall

2013

Slip, Trip or Fall

Slip, Trip or Fall

Slip, Trip or Fall

2014

Body Mechanics

Debris in Eves

... 2015

Bee Sting

Pinch Point

Laceration

Public Works




oo Town of Hampden Workers Compensation Claims =t
_ 2012 2013 2014 | 2015 2016 YTD Totals
Department |
TransferStation | 0 0 0 1 0 1
Total Cost - 1
Type of Claim __ " T
Medical Only 0 0 0 1 0 1
1
Nature of Claim
2015
|Dog Bite

Transfer Station



Town of Hampden Property & Casualty Claims
By Department

Administration

2012

1). Bodily Injury — Slip, Trip or Fall at the Municipal Building caused broken wrist
2). Officials Liability ~ Alleges false statements made in Executive Session

2014
1). Bodily Injury — Resident slipped on ice

2015

1). Collision — Employee private vehicle involved motor vehicle accident
2). Building — Water damage due to ice dam, $1,969

2016
1). Property Damage — Boiler failure

Fire Department

2012

1a). Collision — Backing, ambulance struck trees, $7,161
1b). Auto Property ~ Backing ambulance struck trees, $400

Library

2014
1). Electronic Equipment — Lightening strike, $5,433

Parks & Recreation

2012
1). Bodily Injury — Injury caused by rope hung to prevent parking, $180

2014
1). Bodily Injury ~ Child fell on playground

Police

2013

1). Law Enforcement — Officer involved shooting, $21,183
2). Property Building — Malfunctioning ceiling fan, $1,800

2014
1). Comprehensive - Cruiser hit deer, $1,815
2). Building — Smoke damage from ceiling fan

2016

1a). Auto Property — Cruiser hit other vehicle during pursuit
1b). Law Enforcement — Cruiser hit other vehicle during pursuit



Public Works Department

2013
1). Collision — Backing, drove into ditch, $11,032

2016
1). Property Damage — Sewer backup
2). Property Damage — Compactor cylinder damage, $6,220
Transfer Station

2014
1). Bodily Injury — Resident slipped on ice

21 total claims incurred $54,714



B-3-d

Drumlin Environmental, LLC
Hydrogeologic and Engineering Consultants

SOt METTIEE s

tie Encecrim,

Soil Metrics, LLC

MEMORANDUM

To: Angus West & Hampden Town Council

From: Matt Reynolds & Steve Rabasca

Date: March 15, 2016

Subject: Pine Tree Landfill -Post-Closure Monitoring Review & Update

This memorandum has been prepared to provide the Town with an overview of recent
monitoring data and associated corrective actions and post-closure conditions at the Pine
Tree Landfill (PTL). The review is based on data provided in the 2014 Annual Report,
2015 water quality data, and 2015 and 2016 memoranda prepared by Richard Heath of
the Maine Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP). The 2015 Annual Report
has not yet been issued by PTL, so the statistical analysis of 2015 data was not available
at the time this review was conducted. However 2015 data were reviewed when
available and are reflected in the assessment of site conditions to the extent possible.

The goal of this memorandum is to provide the Town with a general overview of
conditions associated with the landfill since closure in 2010. The memorandum does not
include detailed graphs and figures, however, we would be glad to prepare these if it
would assist the Town and/or address specific questions.

Figure 1-1 from Attachment C of the 2014 Annual Report (prepared by Sevee & Maher
Engineers) is attached to this memorandum for reference and shows the configuration of
the landfill and location of the monitoring points and other site features.

L. Landfill Closure Status

In accordance with the October 2006 Schedule of Compliance agreed to by the Maine
Department of Environmental Protection (MDEP) and the Town of Hampden, PTL
completed closure of the landfill in 2010. Since that time, monitoring of water quality,
gas, settlement, etc. has continued in accordance with the Environmental Monitoring Plan
(EMP) for the site. Landfill gas containing methane has also been collected and used to
fuel the Landfill Gas to Energy (GTE) facility constructed in 2007. Additionally, some
of the leachate collected by the leachate collection system and groundwater extracted
from wells at the perimeter of the landfill is being recirculated into the landfill with the
approval of the MDEP.
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II. Corrective Action Summary

Prior to closure, a number of corrective actions were implemented to mitigate impacts
from the PTL facility. Corrective actions systems that control and/or mitigate impacts to
groundwater and surface water include the following.

Gas collection systems were installed in the Conventional Landfill and Secure
Landfills to collect a portion of the landfill gas generated by decomposition of waste.
Both gas collection systems are connected to the GTE plant.

The Secure landfill liner system functions as a cover for the Conventional Landfill
and the cover system for the Secure Landfills was completed in 2010;

The perimeter drain borders the west, south and east sides of the Conventional
Landfill and intercepts some shallow groundwater;

Six groundwater extraction wells have been installed near the edge of the landfill
(shown on Figure 1-1). Wells EW-2R and EW-3R are located adjacent to the
southeast corner of the landfill. Wells EW-5R, EW-6R, EW-101 and EW-102 are
located adjacent to the northeast comer of the landfill. There is also a perimeter drain
(PDPS) located along the perimeter of the Conventional Landfill that intercepts
leachate and groundwater. The gallons of leachate and groundwater extracted by
these wells and drain during 2013 and 2014 are summarized below.

Year Northeast South PDPS Total
(EW-5R, -6R, -101,-102) | (EW-2R,-3R) (gallons)

2013 2,687,000 1,121,000 3,721,000 7,529,000

2014 1,857,000 506,000 3,802,000 6,165,000

PTL began constructing an active gas collection system along the edge of the landfill
in 2009 to collect landfill gas (e.g., methane and carbon dioxide) that was migrating
away from the landfill. This external landfill gas (LFG) collection system consists of
6 gas collection wells and a passive gas collection trench. The gas extracted from the
collection wells (shown n Figure 1-1) during 2013 and 2014 is summarized below.

Year PTGWO08-1 PTGWO08-11 | PTGW08-12 PTGW08-13
{MMSCF/Tons) (MMSCF/Tons) | (MMSCF/Tons) (MMSCF/Tons)
2013 20.8/218 2.0/17 0.5/2 0.6/4
2014 19.7/220 2.6/22 0.1/0.3 0.4/6

Notes: 1. MMSCF = Million Standard Cubic Feet. Tons = Tons of Methane Extracted
2. Estimate of Tons is Based on Volume Extracted and Percent Methane
3. No Gas Was Extracted from PTGW08-3, -9 During 2013 or 2014 Due to Low Gas & Methane

Based on the water quality data collected at the site, these corrective actions appear to be
improving the groundwater quality in certain areas around the landfill.
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III. Water Quality Target Criteria

The MDEP Closure Order identified 5 specific criteria for determining “successful
corrective action” at PTL under the MDEP Solid Waste Regulations. These criteria
incorporate the state Maximum Exposure Guideline (MEG) values and the federal
Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) and Ambient Water Quality Criteria (AWQC)
values.

These criteria are as follows.

¢ Groundwater Quality on PTL Property:

o Specific Conductance must be less than 500 umhos/cm

* Groundwater Quality off of PTL Property:
o Groundwater must be below the applicable MCLs and MEGs;

o Specific Conductance must be less than 400 umhos/cm
o Dissolved Methane must be below 700 ug/L

o Surface Water Quality:
o Surface water quality must existing water quality classification standards

These criteria must be met at the PTL monitoring locations during the 30 year post-
closure period in order for the MDEP to determine that corrective actions have been
successful. The 30-year post-closure period began in 2010, so it is premature to expect
that monitoring locations will meet these criteria currently. However, tracking data
against these criteria will allow PTL, the MDEP and the Town to judge whether the
existing corrective actions will be sufficient to meet these criteria over time, or whether
supplemental corrective actions may be necessary in the future.

IV. Water Quality Overview

In accordance with the Post-Closure Environmental Monitoring Plan, water quality is
monitored two or three times each year at a network of sampling locations around PTL.
These monitoring points are located in different regions around the landfill and include
groundwater monitoring wells, residential wells and surface water, as summarized in
Table 1.

An overview of the data is reflected in Table 1 and discussed below.

Discussion of Water Quality Monitoring. As noted in Table 1, the majority of monitoring

locations have improved (i.e., a downward trend) since 2008, although the improvements
have generally been gradual.
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Table 1

PTL 2014 & 2015 Water Quality Monitoring Summary

Monitoring Pt Analysis' Specific Cond. Range® Predominant
(Frequency/yr) (umhos/cm) Trend Since 2008°

South/Southeast
200* F,L (3) 472 - 691 Down
641 F.L (3).M{2) 922 - 1,368 Down
MW-906B* F,L(3),M(2) 451-513 Down
MW02-301 A F,L{3),M(2) >3000 Down
MW02-801B F(3) 2000 - >3000 None**
MW03-802A F,L(3),M(2) 612 - 837 Down
MW03-802B F(3),M(1) 1077 - 1323 Up
MW03-803A F(3), M{(1) 1264 — 1343 Up
MW-03-803B F,L(3)L,M(2) 1157 - 1423 Up
West & North
MW03-804A F(3) 682 - 845 Down***
P-914A F.L(3) 683 — 783 Down
P-914B F (3) 589 - 691 None
516B-B F,L(3) 981-1100 Down
Northeast & East
MW9B-601A F(2) >2000 None
MW356-601B F (2) 476 — 1730 None
MW01-602B* F{(2) 259 - 493 Down
MW97-123 F,L{3) 866 - 1414 None**
509A F (3) 841 -1144 None
5098 F,L(3,M(2) 827 -1120 None
P-911B F(3) 768 — 959 Down
916* F,L(3),M(2) 257 - 616 Down
917 F.L(3),M(2) 354 - 1007 Down**
Residential
DW04-109**** FLLDHM®G) 215-793
DW-103 F(3),L({1),M(3) 409 -433
DW-111 F(3).L{1),M(3) Not Accessible
Surface Water
SW-A F,L(3) 39 - 126
SW-C F.L (3) 66 — 145
SW-D F, L (3) 197 — 788
SW-E F,L(3) 241 -914

Notes: 1. Analyses: F=Field Parameters, L=Laboratory Parameters, M= Methane
2. SC Range Reflects 2014 & 2015 Data
3. Trend Identification Reflects Statistical Analysis in 2014 Annual Report and Review by

Richard Heath of the MDEP, Independent evaluation was not conducted for this review.

N oWk

Wells in BOLD* are close to ot below Corrective Action Criteria.
** = Decrease in 2015 Specific Conductance
**%* = Increase in 2015 Specific Conductance
wkk = DWO0B-109 2015 Specific Conductance was below Off-Site Criteria:400 umho/cm
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Comparison to of 2014 & 2015 Data to the Target Criteria

¢ Groundwater at MW-200 was below the 500 umhos/cm target criteria for all three
sampling events during 2014 and one event in 2015. Groundwater at MW-906B and
MW-01-602B was below 500 umhos/cm at all sampling events in 2015. Prior to
2013, all groundwater was above the 500 umhos/cm criteria.

* Groundwater at DW09-109 was below the 400 umhos/cm target criteria during the 3
sampling rounds in 20135,

¢ Groundwater exceeds several MCL and/or MEG values at off-site monitoring points.
Compounds that exceed MCL or MEG values include arsenic (at MW-916, MW-917
& DW-103), sodium (DW-103), manganese (MW-916 & MW-917) and iron (MW-
917).

e Groundwater was below the 700 ug/L methane target criteria for off-site wells at
DW-103, MW-916 and MW-917 in 2014 and 2015. Methane concentrations have
been below the 700 ug/L criteria in DW04-109 since the September 2014 sampling
event.

e Surface water meets the applicable classification criteria and AWQC standards.

As noted above, there has been a gradual improving trend in specific conductance and
related cations and anions in many of the locations included in the monitoring network at
the PTL site. There are several locations where significant improvements have been
observed as a result of specific actions.

* Groundwater quality improved significantly at MW01-602B near the northeast corner
of the landfill after repairs were made to the leachate collection system in this area in
2008 and 2009.

¢ Groundwater quality related to migration of landfill gas has improved significantly in
several wells east of the landfill (e.g. MW-916, MW-917, DW04-109) since PTL
began operation of external gas extraction wells, particularly PTGWO08-1, in this area.

o The overall trend in water quality at well MW97-123 in the northeast corner of the
landfill rose from 2008 through 2011. Since 2012, the specific conductance in
MW97-123 has declined from approximately 1700 umhos/cm to a low of 866
umhos/cm in July 2015. In the 2014 Annual Report, Sevee & Maher Engineers
suggests that the changed in this well are related to the repair of the leachate
collection system in the vicinity of MWO01-602 in 2008 and 2009.

There are also several locations noted in Table 1 where the rising trends have been
observed. A review of data at these locations is discussed below.
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e MWO3-802B, -803A. -803B: These monitoring wells are along the south side of the
landfill and have generally shown elevated increasing concentrations of specific
conductivity and other parameters since the wells were installed in 2003. During
2012, PTL began operation of 2 gas extraction wells PTGW08-12 and -13 in the
vicinity of the 802 and 803 wells. In response to the gas extraction, the methane
concentrations in these wells have decreased, however the specific conductance have
continued to increase. This suggests the potential for leachate migration in this area
that is influencing the rising trend in these wells.

Discussion of Arsenic in Groundwater. The 2014 Annual Report identified that the
concentration of arsenic exhibited a 3-year increasing trend in 9 of the 12 on-site
locations where arsenic is analyzed. The increase was attributed to a combination of
factors related to closure (e.g., completing the cover, decreasing recharge to the waste
mass, etc.). During 2015, arsenic concentrations continued to increase in 4 wells,
decreased in 2 wells and the rest of the wells remained in the same (elevated) range as
was measured in 2014,

In response to this trend, the MDEP requested and PTL agreed to conduct a residential
well sampling event in 2014 to gather data on the concentration of arsenic off-site wells
around the landfill. Twenty-one sampling locations were identified and access was
obtained to wells at 14 of these locations. The June 2014 arsenic concentrations were
below the detection limit at all off-site wells except DW-103, where the concentration
was 0.012 mg/L, slightly above the MCL and MEG concentrations for arsenic of 0.010
mg/L. Arsenic was detected at concentrations below the MCL & MEG at the PTL office
well and the well at the Gas to Energy plant.

After reviewing the data, the MDEP concluded that the arsenic sampling program “did
not suggest widespread impact of the closed landfill on water quality of the surrounding
residential wells included in the investigation”. To provide further confirmation of this
initial conclusion, the MDEP requested and PTL agree to include the historically sampled
residential wells in the three rounds of sampling planned for 2015. Wells identified as
DW-103 and DW04-109 (cast), DW-104 (south) and DW-105 (west) were sampled and
analyzed for arsenic in April, July and October 2015. The 2015 data were as follows.

* Arsenic was detected in the 0.014 to 0.019 mg/L range in DW-103, which is above
the MCL/MEG value of 0.010 mg/L but within the historical range for this well.

¢ Arsenic was detected in the 3 sampling events in DW04-109 at concentrations of
0.005 to 0.006 mg/L, which his below the MCL/MEG and below concentrations of
0.036 to 0.042 mg/L detected in 2013 and 2014.

¢ Arsenic was detected in the 3 sampling events in DW-104 at concentrations of 0.005
to 0.007 mg/L, which is below the MCL/MEG and below concentrations of 0.011 to
0.012 mg/L detected in 2010 and 2011.
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® Arsenic was detected in July and October in DW-105 at 0.006 mg/L, which is below
the MCL/MEG and below concentrations of 0.011 to 0.015 mg/L detected in 2010
and 2011.

The 2014 and 2015 data from off-site residential wells do not appear to indicate that the
landfill is causing elevated arsenic concentrations off-site.

Water Quality Monitoring - 2016 to 2020. In March 2016, Sevee & Maher Engineers
(SME) on behalf of PTL sent an e-mail to the MDEP with suggested changes to the on-

going Environmental Monitoring Plan (EMP) for 2016 to 2020. The MDEP has not yet
provide their review of the requested changes to SME or PTL.

Suggested changes that we believe should be discussed further with PTL and the MDEP

include:

* Timing of the 2 sampling events (event #2 in the fall versus the summer);

¢ Reducing the sampling of dissolved methane to one time per year in monitoring
wells;

¢ Eliminating off-site well DW-111 (which has not be accessible during 2014 and 2015
sampling events) unless this well has been sealed and would not be reused in the
future.

V. Geotechnical Monitoring

The geotechnical monitoring program for the landfill is summarized in a report prepared
by Dr. Richard Wardwell, PE, who has been involved with the geotechnical monitoring at
that site for many years. The observational approach is utilized in the monitoring, based
primarily on topographic surveying of the surface and surveying of multiple survey
monuments that were embedded in the surface of the landfill cover system. The primary
purposes of the geotechnical monitoring are to assess if the internal waste mass and
foundation soils are stable, and to assess if the cover system is performing as-designed.

Internal and Waste Mass Stability: The internal and waste mass stability is assessed by
an evaluation of the horizontal and vertical deformation of four displacement monuments
at the toe of the landfill along the east side. The horizontal and vertical movements
measured do not indicate that there are any detrimental large-scale movements occurring
that would be indicative of large-scale waste-mass or foundation soil movements. There
is a significant amount of scatter in the data, but the overall trends indicate that the
foundation soils and waste mass are not undergoing detrimental displacements. There
was some settlement measured in three of the four monuments in the last survey date, but
there was no unusual horizontal movement associated with this reading. The cause of the
settlement is being investigated, but since there was no unusual horizontal movement,
these settlement readings were not thought to be related to instabilities. It is also noted
that if there were instabilities, the most likely movement would have been heave at these
locations, not settle.
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Cover system Monitoring: The performance of the cover system is also assessed using
survey measurements of embedded displacement monitors. Several monuments are
installed in each phase of the closure, and horizontal and vertical measurements have
been made at least quarterly since those phases were closed. The report includes the plots
of horizontal and vertical deformation.

* The horizontal deformation plots for all phases do not indicate any trends that
would be indicative of large scale movements that would be detrimental to the
cover system integrity. The data are scattered, and some general downslope creep
is evident but this is expected given the overall large deformation of the waste
mass due to secondary settlement.

¢ The vertical displacement plots all indicate that the rate settlement is diminishing
with time. This is also expected especially since waste loading has stopped and
the landfill is now covered. These vertical displacement plots are also used to
calculate strain that has likely occurred in the liner. Excessive strain could result
in a rupture of the primary geomembrane liner, therefore these periodic
assessments of liner strain are important to demonstrate that the movements that
are occurring are within those originally predicted during the design phase. The
strain calculations are summarized in a table and indicate that the likely strain
incurred to date is well within the allowable strain for this type of membrane. The
current rate of strain is also extrapolated over the 30 year closure period and those
extrapolations are also well within the allowable strain for the liner.

Topographic and Drainage Swale Surveying: Topographic surveying of the landfill is

also performed on a regular basis. The results of these surveys do not show any unusual
features on the topographic surface that would indicate large scale movements. The
drainage ditch invert elevations were recently surveyed for baseline elevations. These
surveys indicate that overall the drainage swales are draining in a positive direction and
shedding surface and water that has infiltrated through the surficial cover soils. The
survey did show some localized low spots, which are highlighted for surveillance and if
necessary, remedial repairs in the future to restore positive drainage. One additional point
that was not indicated, is that the overall side slopes of the landfill are becoming flatter.
The side slopes were designed originally at a 2.5H:1V slope angle. As the waste mass
consolidates, these side slopes have gradually flattened and s will continue to flatten. The
flatter slopes will result in an overall increase in the factor of safety from that calculated
after construction, provided the drainage system in the cover system remains functional
as-designed.

VI. Closing

Overall, the water quality monitoring data from PTL reflected in the 2014 Annual Report
and 2015 data indicates that there has been gradual improvement at many monitoring
locations. There are several on-site locations that are close to or meet the corrective
action criteria, compared to 2013 when no locations met these criteria. However,
groundwater in several wells south and southwest of the landfill has exhibited increasing
concentration trends.
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Operation of the corrective action systems (groundwater extraction and external gas
extraction) should be continued to maintain the improvement and PTL should be
encouraged to look for opportunities to improve and enhance the correction action
systems to accelerate the rate of improvement in the future.

The geotechnical monitoring at the landfill indicates that the cover system is performing
as designed, and that there are no indications of large-scale waste mass of foundation
instabilities.

We hope that the information summarized in this memorandum is helpful to the Town. If
there are any questions or a more detailed review would be appropriate, please give me a
call at your convenience.
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FINDINGS AND ORDER

Pursuant to 17 M.R.S.A. §§ 2851-2859
DANGEROUS BUILDINGS

TO: James W, Butler, Jr.. 691 Main Road North, Hampden. Maine, 04444.

On April 4, 2016 at 7:00 pm. at the Town of Hampden Municipal Building, Town
Council Chambers, the Municipal Officers of the Town of Hampden, Maine held a hearing to
determine whether the building/structure owned by you and located on land owned by James W,
Butler, Jr., described as 758 Main Road North, Hampden, Maine and shown on Map 21, Lot
008, of the current Tax Maps of the City of Hampden, Maine on file at the Town of Hampden
Municipal Building, Assessor’s Department at 106 Western Avenue, Hampden, Maine, is
dangerous or a nuisance within the meaning of 17 M.R.S.A. § 2851. Notice of said hearing was
duly served on said owner and all parties in interest on March 10, 2016. On March 21, 2016 at
James W. Butler, Jr.’s request, the Council continued the matter to afford Mr. Butler additional

time to assess the gravity of this proceeding. The following persons were present and testified:

Myles Block, Code Enforcement Officer, Jason Lundstrom, Fire Inspector, and James
Butler, owner.

Based on their testimony and other evidence presented and made part of the record, the
Municipal Officers find the following facts:

The building lacks a complete foundation, and there is documented photographic evidence

of bowing walls, sagging roof, and skewed windows.

Based on the foregoing findings, the Municipal Officers conclude that said

building/structure is dangerous or a nuisance because as described in 17 M.R.S.A. § 2851 due to
the following:

[RI598168.2 57398-071585 }



It is structurally unsafe, unstable, and a danger to public safety because of inadequate
maintenance and dilapidation.

THEREFORE, pursuant to 17 M.R.S.A. § 2851, you are hereby ORDERED to complete
the following:

A proper application including a plan prepared by a professional structural engineer shall
be submitted by the owner to the Code Enforcement Officer on or before May 4, 2016
wheo shall act on a complete application within 14 days of receipt of such application.
Within 60 days of the issuance of a permit by the CEO or such later date as may be
mutually agreed upon by the CEO and the owner, the building must be structurally stable,

no longer a dangerous structure as defined by 17 M.R.S.A. § 2851 and comply with the
Town of Hampden’s Building Code.

This decision may be appealed to Superior Court under the Maine Rules of Civil Procedure, Rule
80B. If this Order is not timely complied with and no timely appeal is taken, the Municipal
Officers may undertake said abatement at municipal expense and recover all such expenses,

including reasonable attorney’s fees, by means of a special tax or civil action.
Dated: April 4™ 2016

By d on behalf of the Municipal Officers, Town of Hampden, Maine;

imous vote
(/%/
e : 27

David Ryder, Mayog.ef the Town of Hampden

In witpess wh@
ﬁf ¥
Angus Jénning§, ’fow%Manager

(RIS98168.2 57398071585 )



STATE OF MAINE
PENOBSCOT, ss. April 4th, 2016

Personally appeared before me the above-named David Ryder and Angus Jennings and
each acknowledged the foregoing instrument to be his/her free act and deed.

S Duli 7 Jﬂz{i—'

Notary Public

Paula A. Scott
Notary Public - Maine
My Commission expires Feb, 22, 2021

[RIS9BISE.2 57398-0715R8 )
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Planning and Development Committee

April 6, 2016
6:00 PM

Conference Room

DRAFT MINUTES
Attendees:
Committee Staff
Ivan McPike-Chair Angus Jennings, Manager
Greg Sirois Dean Bennett, Community Dev Dir (CDD)
Dennis Marble
Terry McAvoy Guest
David Ryder Karen Marysdaughter, Solarize Bangor

Approval of March 16, 2016 Minutes - Approved

Committee Applications:

A.

Updates:
A.

Resignation of Andrew Nelson, Planning Board - Noted

Marina Sign Progress

The Community Development Director and Town Manager
reported on their past and current efforts to assist Hamlin Marine
and MclLaughlin Seafood in establishing a sign along Route 1A.
Communication with MDOT was reviewed and noted that it was
not possible to comply with MDOT permitting/licensing
requirements in order to establish a sign within the State Right-of
Way.

Dan Higgins of Hamlin Marine and Kimberly McLaughlin of
McLaughlin Seafood explained their situation. A dark area of the
community, very little lighting and no signage makes it difficult for
customers to find their location. Dan Higgins expressed his
thoughts that due to the history of the location and the
achievement of establishing a new park, the community should
take pride in that location and celebrate the asset. He further
described a number of community activities that could find a home
there such as Children’s Day, Farmers Markets etc.



4. Old Business:

5. New Business

A.

It was the consensus of those in attendance, including a majority
of the Planning and Development Committee members that we
should move forward to the extent possible and create a sign
design that would be acceptable to all parties. Kimberly
McLaughlin indicated that she would take responsibility for getting
a draft design and providing to the Committee. Once a design
was completed, it would be submitted to the MDOT for approval
as a Municipal (Governmental) Sign, as its primary purpose is to
identify Turtle Head Park.

Home Occupation Revisions Draft

The Community Development Director provided the Committee
with an updated draft of the Zoning Ordinance Home Occupation
provisions which addressed the remaining issue identified by
Town Attorney Bearor.

Committee Action: It was motioned and seconded to forward
the Home Occupation draft to the town attorney and if
approved, move to the Town Council for scheduling of a
public hearing. Vote: 5-0

Flag Lots Amendment Draft

As discussed at the previous meeting, the Community
Development Director presented a draft amendment to the Zoning
Ordinance 4.3. Conditional Lot Dimensions and Rear Flag Lots
establishing criteria and permitting processes for the creation of
Flag Lots throughout the community.

Committee Action: It was motioned and seconded to forward
the draft to the Town Council for Planning Board review and
comment. Vote: 5-0

Karen Marysdaughter — Solarize Bangor

Karen Marysdaughter, representing Solarize Bangor, briefly
presented the purpose and benefits of the Solarize initiative as
she has previously discussed with the Infrastructure Committee.
She asked for the Town’s sponsorship of the initiative involving
promotion of public awareness via social media. She further
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indicated, should the town receive inquiries on Solarize Bangor,
she would be the contact person on behalf of the Town.

Committee Action: It was motioned and seconded to endorse
the Solarize project and forward to the Town Council with
recommendation to approve. Vote: 4-1

Harbor Ordinance Discussion

B. Harbor Ordinance Discussion

Manager Jennings presented draft amendments to the Harbor
Ordinance, following on direction from the P&D and infrastructure
Committees in October, intended to scale back the Town's
responsibilities for the Harbor to reflect actual past practices in the
administration of the Ordinance. He advised that the Maine
Statutes require that the Town of Hampden designate a Harbor
Master, with appropriate certification, to respond to requests for
mooring locations along the Hampden waterfront.

Members of the public were in attendance, including recreationai
boaters, and representatives from Hamlin's Marine and
McLaughlin’s. The discussion focused on the short and long term
needs of not only the businesses on the waterfront but also
resident/boaters’ needs to be able to establish a mooring, in an
appropriate location, and have access to a dock for tying up of
dinghies, that is outside of the commercial entities operation. It
was acknowledged that the DPW Director, who on paper serves
as the Harbor Master, is unable to dedicate consistent time toward
this function in light of his other responsibilities, and that a better
solution would be needed in order for the Town to provide this
service.

It was the consensus that the Planning and Development
Committee that in order to make informed decisions, especially
given budgetary constraints, they need to be advised on the
needs of the waterfront users. Residents expressed support for
expanded use and visibility of the Marina within the community.
The suggestion of the formation of a waterfront advisory
committee was initially discussed. Several residents in attendance
expressed potential interest in serving.

Manager Jennings explained that he was in the process of
ensuring compliance with the Statute and was considering options
to ensure that the Harbor Master functions as soon as possible
can be properly performed.



It was agreed that the draft amendments to the Harbor Ordinance
will require further discussion, and the Ordinance was tabled until
a future meeting.

6. Zoning Considerations/Discussion:
A 23 Cottage Street Request/Discussion

Community Development Director shared a letter from a resident
expressing the need for consideration of the allowance for
accessory apartments in residential areas of the community. This
would allow for in-laws and family members to share living
quarters yet still maintain an independent living status.

Committee requested Community Development Director research
and draft suggested language at a future meeting.

Citizens Initiatives: None

Public Comments: None

Committee Member Comments: None
Adjourn: 8:15pm

DOomN
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Planning and Development Committee
March 16, 2016

6:00 PM
Conference Room

MINUTES
Attendees:
Committee Staff
David Ryder, Mayor/Acting Chair ~ Angus Jennings, Manager
Stephen Wilde Dean Bennett, Community Dev Dir (CDD)
Dennis Marble
Terry McAvoy
David Ryder

Approval of March 2, 2016 Minutes

Committee Applications: None

Updates:
A Status of Planning Board Review
Subdivision Open Space
Codification

Zoning Reference to Open Space

Community Development Director (CDD) reported to the Committee that
the three items have been acted upon by the Planning Board and were
being scheduled to return to the full Town Council with recommendation
“ought to pass”. Town Manager reported that they would be on the next
Councii agenda.

CDD further reported that the two remaining Subdivision Ordinance items
regarding Criteria/Definitions and Private Road Subdivisions we be
discussed at the next scheduled Planning Board Ordinance Committee
meeting on March 30™.



4.

Old Business:

A. Draft Mineral Extraction Repeal — Attorney

The Town Manager reported that the initial review from the town attorney
was just received and staff will need to review the material. After
discussion on the history and purpose of the item, the Board determined
that although action should be considered is nota high priority as other
items. The Community Development Director and Manager will review
and report back tc Committee.

B. Draft Home Occupation - Attorney

The CDD provided the Town Attorney's reviewed and revised draft to the
Committee which referenced the need to create specific criteria from
which the Code Enforcement Officer could categorize the type of Home
Occupation.

CDD stated he was unsure of what additional criteria or guidance was
needed to assist the Code Enforcement Officer in making the categorical
determination of the type of Home Occupation per the Town Attorneys
memo. CDD's experience was that the nature or specifics of the
application, when compared to the two types of criteria (Minor/Maijor) in
the Zoning Ordinance would provide adequate basis for making the
determination on classification of type of Home Occupation.

After discussion on the intent to simplify and expedite the process and
review of some applications, it was decided that continue work was
warranted and staff would search for additional examples within other
communities, seeking help from the Planners List Serve.

C. Flag Lots Discussion

CDD provided language and examples with which the Town could provide
for the development of limited rear lot development with the utilization of a
common right-of-way or reduced “driveway” frontage. If adopted, the Flag
Lot provisions would allow for residential in-fill development, on those lots
of sufficient size and frontage, which does not rise to the level of a
subdivision.

After reviewing the material, the Committee indicated their support for the
concept. Staff will incorporate the suggested concept into the proper
format within the Zoning Ordinance and bring back to the Committee at a
future meeting.



5.

LN

New Business

A. Sewer line for Ammo Park and Triangle, potential TIF funding to
upgrade to larger pipe.

With the recent pre-application submittal by MRC/Fiberight to develop a
recycling and processing facility in the Triangle area with access from
Coldbrook Road, and the necessity for that development to utilize existing
infrastructure within the Ammo Park and Hampden Business and
Commerce Park, a question of capacity to accommodate the proposed
development and future development is currently being evaluated.

Initial engineering reports indicate that the current 8 inch sewer line,
recently installed in the Ammo Park, that extends down to the Hampden
Business and Commerce Park, is adequate to serve the MRC/Fiberight
development and additional development detailed in Woodard and Curran
report. Whereas that 8 inch sewer is being reinstalled, the question has
been posed as to the potential benefit of increasing the 8 inch line to 10
or 12 inches.

Whereas the Emera TIF captured resources have been specifically
designated for infrastructure expansion into the Triangle area, the
potential expenditures from the TIF fund to increase the size of the 8 inch
sewer were contemplated.

After a lengthy discussion on the potential for continued development of
the triangle area, and given that indications are that the 8 inch sewer line
would be adequate to accommodate for a considerable amount of future
development, the Committee felt that a more responsible use of TIF
captured dollars would be the investment of necessary infrastructure in
the Coldbrook Road to accommodate commercial development of the
Coldbrook Road and surrounding area. The Committee was
uncomfortable with the investment in sewer enlargement in Ammo Park
whereas if for any reason the MRC/Fiberight development did not occur,
there would be an expenditure of public resources without public benefit.
The Committee felt that infrastructure investment in the Coldbrook Road
development was a more responsible use of TIF dollars and a more
immediate return in public benefit.

Zoning Considerations/Discussion: None
Citizens Initiatives: None

Public Comments; None

Committee Member Comments: None
Adjourn: 8:15pm
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FINANCE & ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE MEETING
Monday, April 4, 2016

MINUTES
Attending:
Mayor David Ryder Councilor Terry McAvoy
Councilor Greg Sirois, Chair Councilor Dennis Marble
Councilor lvan McPike Councilor Stephen Wilde
Councilor Mark Cormier Town Manager Angus Jennings

Chairman Sirois called the meeting to order at 6 p.m.

1. Meeting Minutes — March 21, 2016 Meeting — Motion by Councilor McAvoy
seconded by Councilor McPike to approve the March 21, 2016 minutes as
written. Approved 7-0.

2. Review & Sign Warrants — Warrants were reviewed and signed by
Committee members.

3. Old Business

a. Request authorization for payment of invoice from Penobscot
Temperature Controls (labor only; boiler was under warranty) for
the pinhole leak in the boiler from Municipal Building Reserve
Account in amount of $2,317.27 — Manager Jennings reported that,
while the boiler found to have a pinhole leak in December was covered
under warranty, the labor was not. Motion by Councilor McPike,
seconded by Mayor Ryder, to recommend Council approval of the
invoice for labor associated with replacing the boiler, to be funded from
the Municipal Building Reserve Account. Motion carried 7-0.

b. Town Manager Evaluation — Mayor Ryder presented a personnel
evaluation to Manager Jennings, as provided for in his employment
contract after 6 months of employment. Mayor Ryder based the
evaluation on feedback he’d received from each of the Councilors. He
said that the Council is pleased with Manager Jennings’ work.
Manager Jennings said he is happy to be working on behalf of the
Town of Hampden. Motion by Councilor McPike, seconded by
Councilor McAvoy, to approve the increase in salary provided in the
contract upon successful completion of 6 months. Motion carried 7-0.



¢. Land use reorganization 12 month review — Invitation for
Councilor's comments — Manager Jennings summarized the
reorganization of planning and economic development functions (as
well as Assessing and GIS/IT) that had happened in May 2015, and
that there had been an expectation at that time that this reorganization
would be evaluated after 12 months to see how it's working. He said
that any comments from mermbers of the Council, the public, the
development community or otherwise would be welcome and taken
into account. Comments should be directed to the Town Manager, and
should focus on the function or organization of the departments, rather
than specific personnel. Councilor McAvoy said that he does not think
a full-time Assessor is needed and that this function should be part-
time or contracted out.

4. New Business

a. Request authorization to transfer funds from the Personnel
Reserve Account to reimburse personnel line items
(Administration, Public Works) for FY16 retirement pay-outs —
Manager Jennings summarized the materials in the meeting packet
that pay-outs of accrued vacation, comp and sick time had been made
for three retired employees in accordance with the terms in the
Personnel Ordinance. In FY15, these same types of payments were
paid from the wage line items in the budget, resulting in those line
items exceeding budgeted amounts. Manager Jennings has consulted
with the Auditor, who recommends that such payments be paid out of a
Personnel Reserve Account. Motion by Councilor Marble, seconded by
Councilor McPike, to recommend Council approval of expenditures
from the Personnel Reserve Accounts in order to credit the amounts
paid from wage line items so these payments are accounted for
properly. Motion carried 7-0. Councilor McAvoy asked what would
happen if there is another retirement. Manager Jennings said that, if
the retiree had accrued vacation, comp and/or sick time, payments
would be required under the Personnel Ordinance.

5. Public Comment ~ Manager Jennings circulated a report he prepared
summarizing his review of accounting for the Route 1A sewer work in 2014,
His analysis showed that the 5% retainage amount due to the contractor T,
Buck was proper (as had been found by the Town's consuiting engineer
Woodard & Curran), so he had authorized payment of the invoice from the
Sewer Fund. He noted that, for future bond-supported projects, if cost
estimates significantly exceed estimates on which the bond was based, it
would be important to make adjustments to costs or revenues as needed to
avoid a future situation such as this where the amounts due exceed the funds



provided from the bond proceeds.

6. Committee Member Comments — Chairman Sirois noted that, for Finance
Committee meetings such as this with light agendas, the meeting start time
could be postponed to 6:30 instead of 6.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 6:19 p.m.

Respectfully submitted —
Angus Jennings
Town Manager



SERVICES COMMITTEE MEETING
Monday, March 14, 2016

MINUTES
Attending:
Councilor Terry McAvoy, Chair Town Manager Angus Jennings
Mayor David Ryder Recreation Director Shelley Abbott
Councilor Dennis Marble Pool Director Darcey Peakall
Councilor Stephen Wilde DPW Director Sean Currier
Councilor Mark Cormier Resident Jeremy Jones Esq.
Chairman McAvoy called the meeting to order at 6 p.m.

1. MINUTES - February 8, 2016 — /t was motioned and seconded to approve the
minutes of the February 8, 2016 Services Committee meeting. Unanirmous vote
(5-0) in favor.

2. OLD BUSINESS

Status update: Penobscot-Downeast Cable Television Consortium —
Chairman McAvoy had requested that this item be placed on the agenda for
update. Manager Jennings said it's not clear that any progress has been
made since this item was last discussed, referring to recent correspondence
with other participants in the Consortium. He acknowledged that this has
been a slow process and that it does not feel like the Town has had any
ability to affect the process. Chairman McAvoy said he wasn't sure what the
Consortium does and he asked whether the Eastern Maine Development
Corporation, which serves as the fiscal agent of the Consortium, takes a
percentage of funds received. He asked whether Hampden is getting a
franchise fee, and if so when is this received and how is it accounted for.
Manager Jennings said he didn't know what the business terms were, and
that he'd look into it.

Recreation/Conservation Reserve Account (3-769-00). Discussion of
eligible uses, and process for budgeting and expenditures — Manager
Jennings summarized that funds have been received over a period of more
than a decade as “funds in lieu” of open space that had been required of
subdivisions. Manager Jennings prepared a draft Policy in order to clearly
define both the eligible uses of these funds, and the process by which
expenditures from this account must be authorized. The Committee
discussed the draft Policy and agreed that it met their objectives. Motion by
Councilor Marble seconded by Mayor Ryder to recommend the draft Policy
for Council approval. After discussion, the motion carried 5-0.



3. NEW BUSINESS

a. Discussion of recreation facilities; process for evaluation of Pool site
potential for future expansion of facilities and parking — Mayor Ryder
reported that he'd been looking into whether a community center could be
accommodated on the site of the Lura Hoit Pool where the gazebo and
volleyball courts are located. He said this was a potential longer term
initiative, and that the work was very preliminary. He received plans that had
been prepared for another community and reviewed them with the Recreation
Director. The person who prepared the plans, Jeff Brown, has quoted a price
of $800.00 to modify the plans. Mayor Ryder said that one question for
discussion was whether, if the Town were to consider a community center, it
should include the Library or not. He said that if a facility were pursued it
would last for many years so would need to be planned based on the Town's
long-term needs. Councilor Wilde asked whether wetlands on the site would
be a limiting factor, and Mayor Ryder said that a DEP permit would be
needed in order to add any impervious surface to the site.

Councilor Marble reiterated that while the concept is broad brush and
preliminary, he asked whether all indoor activities could be held here.
Recreation Director Abbott said yes. Councilor McAvoy asked about
converting the current Pool building to a Library and Community Center.
Councilor Marble said he didn't think the Pool building could accommodate a
community center, and he supported proceeding with conceptual plans. Pool
Director Peakall asked what was meant by a community center “in the pool.”
Councilor McAvoy said that he favored closing the Pool, filling it in, then using
the building as a Library. Councilor McAvoy said he recalled hearing the
Recreation Director say in the past that parents would object to relocating
Kids’ Korner. Director Abbott said that transportation costs would need to be
laken into account if there were to be a new facility location. Mayor Ryder
said the two questions before the Committee were whether to proceed with
modifying the plans for $800, and whether or not to include the Library.
Councilor McAvoy said that if the Library cannot be put in the Pool, which he
would favor, then it should be in a community center. Director Peakall asked
whether this initiative would delay the possibility of adding parking to the Pool
site, since this is a known need. Mayor Ryder said that wetlands flagging and
DEP permitting would be needed before any impervious surface could be
added, whether to do with parking or a community center. Director Currier
said he can get an estimate of what a wetlands survey would cost.

Resident Jeremy Jones asked whether the Library’s endowed funds are
restricted in their use. Mayor Ryder said that if the Town at some point no
longer uses the Edythe Dyer building that the original owner would have right
of first refusal to acquire the property. Manager Jennings said he would need
to look into how Library and Pool funds may be restricted. Councilor Cormier
asked whether a community center would be a net savings or a net cost to



the Town. Mayor Ryder said that part of the idea is to consolidate
maintenance responsibilities to a smaller geographic footprint. He said that
any proposal would need to go to voter referendum, but that we’re very
preliminary and a proposal would need to be prepared in order to determine
whether it warrants being brought forward as a formal proposal, and when.

Councilor Wilde said he’s not interested in filling in the Pool. He said that in
order to have a long range plan you need to start somewhere. He said that
the discussion of whether or not a Library should be considered will need
public input. Councilor McAvoy said that the current Library would require
major investment to meet applicable code requirements because it wasn't
ever designed to be a Library. Councilor Marble agreed that we need to
provide opportunities for public input. He does support proceeding with plans
based on the modest cost proposed. Councilor McAvoy said he doesn’t think
Hampden needs a complex like this. He said that anyone who wants indoor
recreational space can rent the Skehan Center on weekends. Mayor Ryder
said that Newburgh used to have a facility but it closed due to lack of janitorial
resources, and that a new facility would lay out much better for senior
citizens. He said a small investment in plans will provide more information
that would be needed to evaluate costs of any such facility. He said he would
meet with the Library Director.

. Update on evaluation of VFW Fields site potential to accommodate
additional parking — Mayor Ryder presented a series of projects that have
been identified by the Recreation Committee as needs and which would be
eligible expenditures under the proposed C/R Account Policy. This included
repairs to the tennis and basketball courts at the VFW Fields. He said that it
would be good for the Town fo set aside money annually in reserve accounts
to provide funds for facilities maintenance over time. He spoke about the poor
condition of the Marina boat ramp and the need for repairs. Manager
Jennings said he had followed up with the vendor that quoted a price last
June to Hamlin’s and that he received an updated proposal that cost 10%
less. Mayor Ryder said that port-a-polty enclosures are needed, and that he’d
identified someone who volunteered to construct five picnic tables for
Dorothea Dix Park and Papermill Park at no cost if the Town provides the
materials. Mayor Ryder said that parking could also be added at the VFW
site. Full Council authorization will be needed to proceed with these public
improvements. Manager Jennings said these items would be brought to the
next Council meeting.

. Update on initiative to offer online registration and payment option for
Recreation and Pool programs — Manager Jennings said that Director
Abbott has done a great deal of background research regarding setting up
online registration and payment, and has identified a vendor and received a
proposal. He said that he felt this would provide greater service and
convenience to the public, would reduce the administrative burden on staff



associated with data entry in the current paper-based registration system, and
that there is reason to think it could actually increase participation in
Recreation and Pool programs. Director Abbott said the Recreation
Committee has been talking about this for a couple of years. The proposal
from MyRec.com is based on estimates of how much revenue would be
processed through online payments if this system is set up. Because there is
a cost for online payments, some fees would need to be increased. Director
Peakall said that she’s evaluating the Pool fees structure, and expecis to
recommend changes to membership, swim lesson and facility rental costs but
not to drop-in fees. Resident Jones Esq. said that ease of sale is very
important to customer service and increasing sales.

Councilor McAvoy asked whether some fees could be pulled out of the
Ordinance so they could be modified without the legal costs associated with
Ordinance public hearings. Manager Jennings said yes, if the Ordinance
refers lo and authorizes fees, these could be established in Policy that would
require action in a public meeting but not a public hearing.
There was support from the Committee to proceed with work toward setting
up online registration and payment options for Recreation and Pool.

4. PUBLIC COMMENTS - None.

5. COMMITTEE MEMBER COMMENTS - None.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.
Respectfully submitted —

Angus Jennings
Town Manager
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[y]  Application for Victualer's License .
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[1] Application for Off-premises Catering feowres publuc hear N9
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[ 1 Application for Outdoor Wood-burning Furnace License doey ot

NAME: Melaughlin's o the Marina

Business Name(/ Individual
ADDRESS: __ 1084 Maring Rd Mampden PHONE:_974-9228
MAP/LOT: 028.- 011- 41, DATE: ___ H[uy,
DEPARTMENT REPORT:

Mo (s17600s

itle;

DATE: Y //X//ér BY: ﬂ /a»{,/{ '// /(/ Z ///y/

BY:

Title:



STATE OF MAINE
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATIVE AND FINANCIAL SERVICES
BUREAU OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES AND LOTTERY QOPERATIONS

DIVISION OF LIQUOR LICENSING AND ENFORCEMENT
164 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, MAINE 04330-0164

H. SAWIN MILLETT, JR.
COMMISSIONER

PAUL R LEPAGE ' GERQNLE;;,’R‘E'D
GOVERNOR

NOTICE OF LICENSURE

Name of Licensee; . <« ZE'L_,(QJ‘ E;ZZ[/{Z . L‘Lc
Date of Issue: gl ;ﬁ;) 7L /, 7U

Name of Business: -

Maring

Address:
City, State, Zip:

— Koo, HOUM¥Er)
Type of Premise: | C lass T- Class A /‘? ¢5 WC?/WL
Type of Privilege: S)QLQMDQUQ_M / +
Perminent License Number: 704 5
This Authorization Expires: OC?" 3 /,. (/L/

Inspector

Note: Please use this Notice of Licensure as authorization to transact business as
documented in this Notice. This Notice must be destroyed upon receipt of the permanent
license,

OFFICE LOCATED AT CENTRAL MAINE COMMERCE CENTER,
TELEPHONE: (207) 624-7220 45 COMMERCE DRIVE, SUITE 1, AUGUSTA, ME 04330 Fax: (207) 287-3424



BUREAU OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES
DIVISION OF LIQUOR LICENSING & ENFORCEMENT
8 STATE HOUSE STATION
AUGUSTA, ME 04333-0008

DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

LICENSE NUMBER; CLASS:

JDEPOSIT DATE
AMT. DEPOSITED:
CK/MO/CASH:

BY:

Promise by any person that he or she can expeditd
h hquor license through influence should b

completely dlmgnrdnd
To avaid bl | loss an apphi
e "" should It with l.hu

Division befare making any substantial investneng
in an establishment that now is, or may be, attended
by a liquor license,

PRESENT LICENSE EXPIRES, ’3 u ".‘lf_

INDICATE TYPE OF PRIVILEGE: . MALT _£SPIR.ITUOUS % VINOUS

INDICATE TYPE OF LICENSE:

RESTAURANT (Class LILIILIV) i RESTAURANT/LOUNGE (Class XI)

i HOTEL-OPTINONAL FOOD (Class I-A)
3 CLASS A LOUNGE (Class X)

3 HOTEL (Class LILIILIV)
4 CLUB-ON PREMISE CATERING (Class I}

3 CLUB (Class V)
3 TAVERN (Class 1V)

J GOLF CLUB (Class LILHIIV)

4 OTHER:
REFER TO PAGE 3 FOR FEE SCHEDULE

ALL QUESTIONS MUST BE ANSWERED IN FULL

1. APPLICANT(S)—(Sole Propricmr. Corporation, Limited

Lmbj?o L elg)

2, Business Name (D/B/A)

DOB: /’//b/é ha

DOB:

ﬁ/ C/(QOL&?M:M /\l\C/

Ko uﬂ M LL%_LM

ou)/7/5

ana%taet Amsjl)f{»hl’c M

AddrcssQ (? ? City/Town H.q '"DM State M’tf- Zip Code

. Mailing Addre(s_% ﬂ(ﬁ' 09/{[4{;
City/Town 'H‘/:L &&K ;9% 0‘/’%# |City/Town State Zip Code
Telephone Numbcl?? o’}qg"ax Number Business Telephane Numbcr??o 7, [” Fax Number
Federal L§ 2 GJZq] \!/ Seller Certificate #§.0.3 7/9(3

http:/jwww.maine.gov/dafs/bablojdocsjOnPremiseApp.doc

License #: _Date Filed:

Tor Ulfice Use Unly:

45116, B:55 AM
Page 1017



# IL ADDRESS:

3. I Prdfifels -5 hotel, indicate number of rooms available for transient guests: dﬁﬂ
4, Stnlc nmount of gross income {rom period of last license; ROOMS $ FOOD $ fm LIQUOR § ?0 60

I NO i s applicant a corporation, limited liability company or limited partnership? /@

If YES, complete Supplementary Questionnaire
6. Do you permit dancing or entertainment on the licensed premises? NO 3
7. If manager is to be employed, give name:

8. If business is NEW or under new ownership, indicate starting date:

Requested inspection date: siness hougs:
9. Business records are located at: '/00 Ml%‘%@/
10. Is/are applicants(s) citizens of the United States? YE NC 3
i NO . ils/are applicant(s) residents of the State of Maine? YES .11

12. List name, date of birth, and place of birth for all applicants, managers, and bar managers. Give maiden name, if married:
Use a separate sheet of paper if necessary.

me inyFull (Print Clearly) DOB | Place of Birth ‘0
5 uje Tis T Farnbl
= [7l5eFolt Fairicd

Residence address on all of the above for previous 5 years (Limit answer to city & state

T T
7 AL

13. Has/have .applicant(s) or manager ever been convicted of any violation of the law, other then minor traffic violations,
of any State of the United States? YES J4 NO @8~

Name; Date of Conviction:

Offense: Location:

Disposition:

14, Will any law enfgrcement official benefit financially either directly in your license, if issued?
Yes 3 No If Yes, give name:

15. Has/have applicant(s) formerly held a Maine liquor license? YES@IO 3

16. Does/do applicant(s) own the premises? Yesﬂ No i If No give name and address of owner:

17. Describe in detail the ﬁ:é:-ﬁ_ises to be licensed: (Supplemental Diagram Required)

18. Doesfaapplicant(s) have all the necessary permits required by the State Department of Human Services?
19. What is the distance from the premises to the NEAREST school, school dommitory, church, chapel or parish house,

measured from the main entrance of the premises lg the n;?m entrance of the school, school dormitory, church, chapel

or parish house by the ordinary course of travel? € Which of the above is narest?

20. Have you received any assistance financially or otherwise (including any mortgages) from any source other than your-
self in the establishment of your business? YES J 2
If YES, give details:

The Division of Liquor Licensing & Inspection is hereby authorized to obtain and examine all books, records and tax retumns

http://www.maine.gov/dafs/bablo/docs/OnPremiseApp.doc 4/5/16, B:55 AM

Page 2 of 7



pertaining to the business, for which this liquor license is requested, and also such books, records and returns during the year in
which any liquor license is in effect.

NOTE: “[ understand that false statements made on this form are punishable by law. Knowingly supplying false information on
this form is a Class D offense under the Criminal Code, punishable by confinement of up to one year or by monetary fine of up to
$2,000 or both.”

2 N )

Date

Town/Ciry, Stdse

w %% M /ﬂ/ Please sign in blue ink

"Signafure of Applicant or Carporate Officer(s)

G Rt W Lang by

Print Name

rate O r(s) \

bl
(

All applications for NEW or RENEWAL liquor licenses must contact their Municipal Officials or the County Commissioners in
unincorporated places for approval of their application for liquor licenses prior to submitting them to the bureau,

Print Name

NOTICE - SPECIAL ATTENTION

THIS APPROVAL EXPIRES IN 60 DAYS.

FEE SCHEDULE

Class ISpirituous, Vinous and Malt § 900.00

CLASS I: Airlines; Civic Auditoriums; Class A Restaurants: Clubs with catering privileges; Dining
Cars; Golf Clubs; Hotels; Indoor [ee Skating Clubs; Indoor Tennis Clubs; Vessels; Qualified Caterers;

OTB.

Class I-A Spirituous, Vinous and Malt, Optional Food (Hotels Only} $1,100.00
CLASS I-A: Hotels only that do not serve three meals a day.

Class II Spirituous Only $ 550.00
CLASS II: Airlines; Civic Auditoriums; Class A Restaurants; Clubs with catering privileges; Dining
Cars; Golf Clubs; Hotels; Indoor Ice Skating Clubs; Indoor Tennis Clubs; and Vessels,

Class Il VinousOnly § 220.00
CLASSIII: Airlines; Civic Auditoriums; Class A Restaurants; Clubs with catering privileges;
Dining Cars; Golf Clubs; Hotels; Indoor lce Skating Clubs; Indoor Tennis Clubs; Restaurants;
Vessels; Pool Halls; and Bed and Breakfasts.

Class IV Malt Liquor Only $ 220.00

CLASS 1V: Airlines; Civic Auditoriums; Class A Restaurants; Clubs with catering privileges;

http:/fwww.maine.gov/dafs{bablo/docs/OnPremiseApp.doc 4/5]16, 8:55 AM
Page 3ol 7



Dining Cars; Golf Clubs; Hotels; Indoor Ice Skating Clubs; Indoor Tennis Clubs; Restaurants;
Tavemns; Pocl Halls; and Bed and Breakfasts.

Class V Spirituous, Vinous and Malt (Clubs without Catering, Bed & Breakfasis) $ 495.00
CLASS V: Clubs without catering privileges.

Class X Spirituous, Vinous and Malt — Class A Lounge  $2,200.00
CLASS X: Class A Lounge

Class XI Spirituous, Vinous and Malt — Restaurant Lounge  $1,500.00
CLASS XI: Restaurant/Lounge; and OTB.

FILINGFEE § 10.00

UNORGANIZED TERRITORIES $10.00 filing fee shall be paid directly 1o County Treasurer. All applicants in unorganized
ferritories shall submit along with their application evidence of payment to the County Treasurer.

All fees must accompany application, made payable to the Treasurer of Maine. This application must be completed and mailed to
Bureau of Alcoholic Beverages and Lottery Operations, Division of Liquor Licensing and Enforcement, 8 State House Station,
Augusta ME 04333-0008. Payments by check subject to penalty provided by Title 28A, MRS, Section 3-B.

STATE OF MAINE

Dated at: HO_MIQ—C‘ En , Maine ?eng(g.y nl“ ss
., Ci (County)
on: April G
Date !

The undersigned being: Y Municipal Officers b County Commissioners of the
i City ™ Town 3 Plantation 3 Unincorporated Place of: H am'pd crl , Maine

Hereby centify that we have given public notice on this application and held public hearing thereon as required by Section 653 Title 28A, Maine
Revised Statutes and herby approve said application,

THIS APPROVAL EXPIRERS IN 60 DAYS

NOTICE ~SPECIAL ATTENTION

§ 653, earings; bureau review; appeal

1. Hearing. The municipal officers or. in the case of unincorporated places, the county commissioners of the county in which the unincorporated
place is located, shall hold a public hearing for the consideration of applications for new on-premise licenses and applications for transfer of
location of existing on-premise licenses. The municipal officers or county commissioners may hold a public hearing for the consideration of
requests for renewal of licenses, except that when an applicant has held a license for the prior § years and a complaint has not been filed agninst
the applicant within that time, the applicant may request a waiver of the hearing,

A. The bureau shall prepare and supply application forms. [1993, ¢.730, §27(amd).]
B. The municipal officers or the county commissioners, as the case may be, shall provide public notice of any hearing held

hitp:{fwww.maine.govfdafs/bablo/docs/OnPremiseApp.doc 41516, 8:55 AM
Page 4 of 7



under this section by causing o notice, at the applicant’s prepaid expense, stating the name ond place of hearing, to appear on
at least 3 consecutive doys before the date of hearing in a daily newspaper having general circulation in the municipality
where the premises are located or one week before the date of the hearing in a weekly newspaper having general circulation
in the municipality where the premises are located. [1995, ¢, 140, §4 (amd).]

C. If the municipal officers or the county commissioners, as the case may be, fuil to take final action on an application for a new
on-presmise license, for transfer of the location of an existing on-premise license or for renewal of an on-premise license
within 60 days of the filing of an application, the application is deemed approved and ready for action by the bureau, For
purposes of this paragraph, the date of filing of the application is the dote the application is received by the municipal
officers of county commissioners. This paragraph applies to all applications pending before municipal officers or county
commissioncrs as of the effective date of this paragraph as well as all applications filed on or after the effective date of this
paragraph. This paragraph applies 1o an existing on-premise license ihat has been extended pending renewal.  The
municipal officers or the county commissioners shall take final action on an on-premise license that has been extended
pending renewal with 120 days of the filing of the application. [1999, c589, §1 (amd).}

2. Findings. In granting or denying an application, the municipal officers or the county commissioners shall indicate the reasons for their decision
and provide a copy to the applicant. A license may be denicd on one or more of the following grounds:

A. Conviction of the applicant of any Class A, Class B or Class c crime; [1987, c45, PLA4 (new).]

B. Noncomplionce of the licensed premises or its use with any local zoning ordinance or other land use ordinance not directly
related o liquor control;, [1987, c.45, PtA§4(new}.]

C. Conditions of record such as waste disposal violations, heaith or safety violation or repeated parking or traffic violations on
or in the vicinity of the licensed premises and caused by persons patronizing or employed by the licensed premises or other
such conditions caused by persons patronizing or employed by the licensed premises that unreasonably disturb, interfere
with or affect the ability of persons or businesses residing or located in the vicinity of the licensed premises to use their
property in a reasonable manner; (1993, €.730, §27 (amd).}

D). Repeated incidents of record of breaches of the peace, disorderly conduct, vandalism or other violations of law on or in the
vicinity of the licensed premises and caused by persons patronizing or employed by the licensed premises; [1989, ¢.592,§3
(amd}.)

E. A violation of any provision of this Title; and [1989, c.592, §3 (amd}.]

F. A determination by the municipal officers or county commissionets that the purpose of the application is to circumvent the
provisions of section 601. [1989, ¢.592, §4 (new).]
[1993, ¢730, §27 (amd).]

3. Appeal to bureau. Any applicant aggrieved by the decision of the municipal officers or county commissioners under this section may appeal 1o
the bureau within 15 days of the receipt of the written decision of the municipal officers or county commissioners. The bureau shall hold a
public hearing in the city, town or unincorporated place where the premises are situated. In acting on such an ap